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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Dear Sir: 

Applicant submits the following summary of the telephonic interviews conducted 
between the undersigned agent and the Examiners on June 21 and 22, 2006. No fees or 
charges should be required for entry of this summary. However, if any fees are required, the 
Commissioner is authorized to deduct them from Deposit Account 1 8-1 1 67. 
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REMARKS 

The undersigned agent first wishes to thank Examiner Hyun, Primary Examiner Lee, and 
Supervisory Examiner Nguyen for their time and effort in discussing this case on June 21 and 
22, 2006. 

The current application was in condition for allowance. However, after receiving 
Applicant's after-final response, Examiner Huyn noted several typographical errors in the claims 
and further requested that Applicant delete the phrase "configured to" from claims 31 , 34, 36-37, 
and 52. The Office's stated position was that the phrase "configured to" constituted optional 
language. 

During the interview on June 21 , 2006, the undersigned agent spoke with Examiner 
Hyun and Lee regarding these issues. The undersigned agent gave permission to Examiner 
Huyn to cancel previously rejected claim 13 and to correct the typographical errors in claims 47, 
53, and 55 by Examiner's amendment, but disagreed with the Office that the phrase "configured 
to" represented optional language. As stated during the interview, the phrase "configured to" 
does not constitute optional language, but rather, recites positive limitations. Therefore, the 
undersigned agent respectfully declined to delete the "configured to" language from claims 31 , 
34, 36-37, and 52. During a second interview with SPE Nguyen on June 22, 2006, SPE Nguyen 
agreed with the undersigned agent that the "configured to" phrases did not constitute optional 
language and verbally withdrew that objection. SPE Nguyen stated that the pending claims 
would be allowed. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully awaits a Notice of Allowance from the 
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Office. 



Dated: June 22, 2006 
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